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Sir: 



In response to an Interview Summary prepared by the 
Examiner with regard to a telephone interview held with 
applicant's representative, Daniel Kligler (Reg. No. 
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41,120), mailed on April 28, 2003, applicant submits the 
following remarks . 

In the Interview Summary prepared by the Examiner, 
it is stated that applicant's representative "agreed that 
claim 1 has been overcome by the prior _ art . " _ _ Applicant, 
respectfully submits that the Examiner misunderstood the 
substance of certain comments made by applicant's 
representative, and that no admission whatsoever was made 
as to non-patentability of any of the claims. Rather, in 
view of the final rejection of all the claims in the 
application and in an effort to reach agreement on 
patentability of at least some of the claims before 
having to resort to a continuation or appeal, applicant 
suggested that claim 1 be set aside, and that the 
interview focus on claim 10 as a possible basis for 
agreement . 

With respect to claim 10, the discussion during the 
interview centered mainly on the use of aliases by Barber 
_ _(_IL. s- -Patent 6-, 1 5 7 ,--9-1 7 ) — including- the- sample -database -af~ 
aliases presented by Barber in his Table 2. Applicant 
pointed out that Barber provides only a single alias for 
each target Web page, and does not suggest that the 
aliases are specific to a particular advertiser among a 
plurality of advertisers, as required by claim 10. The 
Examiner was not convinced by this argument as to the 
patentability of claim 10. 
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The substance of applicant's arguments is further 
summarized and expanded upon in the remarks to the 
amendment filed April 28, 2 003. 



Darby & Darby P . C . 
805 Third Avenue 
New York, NY 10022 
(212) 527-7700 



Respectfully submitted, 




Registration No. 25,351 
Attorney for Applicant 
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